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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 4-20 are presented for the examination. Claims 1-3 are cancelled. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Murray (US. 
5,944781) in view of Toga (US 6,75771 1 B2) and further in view of Brok et al (US 7089489 
Bl). 

As to claim 4, Murray teaches the invention substantially as claimed including: the client 
(the client, col 2, In 54-56), an HTTP path name (HTTP post message, col 2, In 54-57/ HTTP:// 
host/served name? method, col 4, In 65-67), generating at the client an HTTP path name having 
an identity of a container (right col 8, In 62-65), an identity of a container with the server (servlet 
name identifies database 214, col 4, In 65-67/ object storage 214, fig. 20), data (the object, col 5, 
In 41-43), a container within the server that contains data(col 5, In 41-43), transmitting the HTTP 
path name form the client to the server( col 2, In 54-57/ col 8-10), processing the HTTP path 
name to retrieve the data from the server ( at server 52, servlet 212 extracts this stream from the 
HTTP Post message, col 5, In 25-30/ retrieves the object from database 214, col 5, In 41-44), if 
the HTTP path name includes the identify of the container( col 4, In 65-67/ right col 10, In In 39- 
43), transmitting the data the client(col 5, In 41-44). 
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Murray does not explicitly teach the data as the administrative data about server, 
generating the request at the client. However, Toga teaches the administrative data about server 
(Under the HTTP protocol, server 50 can answer the request of client 40 with a response 
message 310 includes a response header 310. Response header including a status filed. . . a status 
code indicate the status of the connection between the server and client, col 4, In 25-30), 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Murray and Toga because Toga's the administrative data 
about server, generating the request at the client would improve the teaching of Murray's system 
by allowing the system to overcome the aforementioned when the delivery of data and 
information between a server and a client user. 

Murray and Toga do not explicitly teaches determine at the server whether the request 
HTTP includes the identity of the container of the server. However, Brok teaches determine at 
the server whether the request includes the identity of the container of the server (the web server 
uses the pathname portion of address to locate the request document (col 5, In 25-28/ the address 
to document that should be retrieved [determining] from a Web server has the following form 
Http:// <server address>/<server name>? FN=<doc name>&DB=db name> wherein < server 
address> is the Internet address. . . and <db name> is the name of the document database, col 7, 
In 8-16/ when the server retrieve the pathname having the name database, the server must select 
the name of database in order to retrieve information from the database and when the server uses 
the pathname portion of address, the server must find out the present of name database in order 
to retrieve information from the database). 
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It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Murray, Toga and Brok because Brok's the determine at the 
server whether the request HTTP includes the identity of the container of the server would 
improve the efficiency of Murray and Toga's systems by allowing the transferring of the whole 
document collection to a different location without any modifications to the document itself. 

As to claim 5, Brok teachers server determines whether the HTTP path name includes 
the identity oft he container (col 5, In 25-28/ col 7, In 8-16). 

As to claim 6, Murray teaches the server process the HTTP path name to retrieve the data 
(col 5, In 25-35). 

3. Claims 7, 11-14, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Murray (US. 5,944781) in view of Toga (US 6,75771 1 B2) in view of Brok et al (US 7089489 
Bl), as applied to claim 4, and further in view of Dillingham (US. Patent 6,327,608 Bl). 

As to claim 7, Murray, Toga and Brok do not teach the server transmits an HTTP page if 
a container is not identified. However, Dillingham teaches the server transmits an HTML page if 
a container is not identified within the HTTP path name (col 7, In 61-63). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Murray, Toga, Brok and Dillingham because Dillingham's 
the server transmits an HTTP pate if a container is not identified would improve the efficiency of 
Murray, Toga's systems by allowing access to a Web site's files and configuration parameters 
with high security and authentication procedures . 
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As to claims 11-14, 18, they are apparatus claims of claims 4-7; therefore, they are 
rejected for the same reasons as claims 4-7 above. 

4. Claims 8, 9, 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Murray (US. 5,944781) in view of Toga (US 6,75771 1 B2) in view of Brok et al (US 7089489 
Bl), as applied to claim 4 above, and further in view of Nori et al (US. Patent 5,999,943). 

As to claim 8, Murray, Toga and Brok do not teach the administrative data is a snapshot 
of prescribed value. However, Nori teaches the administrative data is a snapshot of prescribed 
value (snapshot-id in the memory locator of the database server, col 6, In 60-63). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Murray, Toga, Brok and Nori because Nori's the 
administrative data is a snapshot of prescribed value would identify the particular version of the 
object in a database system. 

As to claim 9, Nori teaches the snapshot of prescribed values is generated at a particular 
point of time (col 7, In 25-30). 

As to claims 15-16, they are apparatus claims of claims 8-9; therefore, they are rejected 
for the same reasons as claims 8-9 above. 

5. Claims 10, 17, 19, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Murray (US. 5,944781) in view of Toga (US 6,75771 1 B2) in view of Brok et al (US 7089489 
Bl), as applied to claim 4 above, in view of Harrison et al (US. 6,622,170 Bl). 
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As to claim 10, Murray, Toga and Brok not teach changing a value of the server with the 
HTTP path name. However, Harrison teaches changing a value of the server with the HTTP path 
name (configuration application 15 also sets the path of information to allow updates the 
policies, col 6, In 44-46). 

15 . It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Murray, Toga, Brok and Harrison because Harrison's 
changing a value of the server with the HTTP path name would alter the information contained 
in the LDAP server. 

As to claims 17, 19, 20, they are apparatus claims of claim 10; therefore, they are 
rejected for the same reason as claim 10 above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LeChi Truong whose telephone number is (571) 272 3767. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 - 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomson, William can be reached on (571) 272 3718. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR of Public PAIP. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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system, see http ://pair-direct.uspto. gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIP 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9 197(toll-free). 

LeChi Truong 
December 7, 2006 




